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and economic sanctions against Italy were agreed to and put into
effect; some of them impinged on Polish interests, as, for instance,
on exports of coal. It was rumoured in Warsaw that the Italian
Government had appropriated the motor liner Batory which was
being built at the Monfalcone shipyards for the Gdynia-America
Shipping Company, financed by the Polish Government, and was
nearing completion. She was sister-ship to the Pikudski, which
had already been handed over to the company, and was engaged
in the Gdynia-New York service. The contract for both vessels
had been made in 1933, and payment for them took the form
mainly of Polish coal for the Italian State railways, to the value
of about 25 million zlotys. At Geneva the committee which dealt
with economic sanctions was informed of these facts by Wszelaki,
Economic Adviser of the Polish Foreign Office, who said that,
while the Polish Government had clearly told the Council that
it would scrupulously fulfil its engagements under Article 16
of the Covenant, it thought an exception should be made regarding
the Batory, which was in an advanced state of construction,
and was expected to be ready within a short time. The Polish
Government had already delivered the larger quantity of the
coal provided as payment, but if the sanctions were carried out
in its case, Poland would have to break the contract, and lose both
the ship and what had been paid for her, the result being that
Italy would gain an up-to-date vessel at the expense of Poland.
The plea succeeded, as did another respecting trade relations with
"Fiat," Turin, and Poland got the exemptions. Otherwise, she
aligned herself with the rest of the Sanctionist Powers in their
attitude to Italy, though it could scarcely be said she was
enthusiastic in the matter. While this was her official attitude, the
great majority of the Polish people were at first most enthusiastic
in support of Abyssinia, not so much, however, because of
Abyssinia herself, but because they hoped to see in the
triumph of the League against the "aggressor" a precedent by
which Article X (dealing with the inviolability of the territorial
integrity of a State) would be efficiently established. But, as time
went on and the "precedent" became in itself of more and more
doubtful value, their view changed*